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MOTION OF UTILITY CONSUMERS’ ACTION NETWORK 

AND DIVISION OF RATEPAYER ADVOCATES 
TO MODIFY THE PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE 

 

Pursuant to Rule 45 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s Rules of 

Practice and Procedure, Utility Consumers’ Action Network (UCAN) and Division of 

Ratepayer Advocates (DRA hereby move to modify the procedural schedule in this 

proceeding based upon identified and suspected deficiencies in the “amended” 

testimony served upon the parties on Friday afternoon, July 14th, just two weeks before 

intervenor testimony is due. Due to the size of the filing, actual receipt of the filing 

was Monday, July 17. 

DRA and UCAN (hereinafter “Movants”) are the two most active intervenors in 

this proceeding.  Movants have been working furiously to comply with an August 1st 

testimony deadline and, at this time, are both still awaiting data responses from 

SDG&E that are necessary to complete the testimony.  Given the new amended 

testimony however, DRA has already identified a number of new data requests that 

will be necessary.  

In the midst of all of this work, SDG&E has chosen to serve this unscheduled 

“amended” testimony upon the parties about two weeks before DRA and UCAN’s 

testimony is due.  The amended testimony is, by SDG&E’s own admission, 
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voluminous.  It encompasses 335 pages, compared to about 345-50 pages of 

supplemental testimony filed in March 2006.   Movants estimate that approximately 

90% of the new filing is a duplication of the original testimony with a few changes per 

chapter.  The changes are only broadly described in the first paragraph of each new 

chapter, but there are no strikeouts or additions, so it is up to the reader to go through 

line by line to see what has changed.  The amended testimony was so large that it was 

rejected by a number of parties’ e-mail services.  UCAN was not even aware of the 

service of this testimony until Monday, July 17th.   

The scope of the amended testimony was not sanctioned by the CPUC.  The 

May 19th ruling by ALJ Gamson directed SDG&E to provide supplemental testimony 

on June 16th and gave parties a full six weeks to incorporate that into their responsive 

testimony.  However, the ALJ did not sanction service of last minute amended 

testimony.   

The amended testimony is highly deficient in the following ways:  

1. It is not redlined, so it is extremely difficult to identify the “amendments” or 

changes from SDG&E’s previous testimony.  It is inevitable that data requests 

will be necessary to clarify questions to either explain the workpapers, the 

synergies between the workpapers and the amended testimony, and the 

amended testimony as well.  There simply is not enough time for even one set 

of data requests to go out and be responded to before intervenor testimony is 

due.  The amended testimony calls for a new rate design, more technologies, 

and changed elasticities, for example.  An amendment to one affects intervenor 

analysis of the others.  Analyzing these changes is not a simple task of 

comparing an old number to a new number.  To be given such a short period of 

time and to be expected to provide worthwhile analysis is unfair; 

2. Workpapers were not served concurrently with the testimony, so it is 

impossible to determine the basis for many of the numerical changes.  DRA has 

been informed that it will only receive workpapers supporting the latest 

testimony on Friday, July 21, a mere week before testimony is to be served; 
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3. It dramatically revised demand elasticities for customer classes; 

4. It contains preemptive revisions that anticipate and complicate intervenor 

testimony.  For example, it contains a last minute revision of residential demand 

impact, in response to data requests by UCAN that highlighted SDG&E’s 

reliance upon the wrong critical peak pricing periods in its initial applications; 

5. It modifies its role-out plan so as to install 57,000 smart thermostats for small 
C&I;  

 
6. It reclassifies items from O&M to capital and visa versa, thus creating serious 

cost tracking problems for DRA and UCAN analysts; and  

7. The demand response benefits have increased by $26.7 million, an increase of 

over 10% above the original filing estimate.  Furthermore, the revenue 

requirement has also changed, increasing customer revenue responsibilities by 

over $20 million.   

 

In sum, this “amended” testimony is too much and too late.  Rather than 

clarifying the record, it complicates it.  Furthermore, it frustrates the ability of DRA 

and UCAN to comply with the current schedule.   

DRA and UCAN request that the Commission either reject the SDG&E 

amended testimony by striking it, or, in the alternative, that it modify the proceeding 

schedule so as to give intervening parties an additional 21 days to file their testimony 

and reduce the time that SDG&E has in responding to intervenor testimony from 30 

days to 18 days.  

The schedule has already been substantially compressed; so much so that the 

ALJ has been given only 8 weeks to prepare a draft decision.  Thus, it is inappropriate 

to further compress the post-hearing schedule.  Given the scope of the issues, it is also 

inappropriate to compress the briefing schedule.   

However, DRA and UCAN submit that it is appropriate that SDG&E’s 

responsive testimony be compressed because, according to SDG&E, 18 days is a 

sufficient period of time in which to fashion testimony.  Otherwise, it would not have 
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waited until two weeks prior to intervenor testimony filing to have served a 

dramatically revised set of testimonies.  

Accordingly, DRA and UCAN propose the following amended schedule:  

Event Date 

Amended SDG&E Testimony Served July 14, 2006 

Intervenor Testimony Served August 21, 2006 

Rebuttal Testimony Served September 8, 2006 

Telephonic Scheduling Conference with ALJ September 14, 2006 

Evidentiary Hearings  September 25 – October 6,  

 

Movants also request that the Commission compel SDG&E to provide a red-

lined version of the amended testimony along with corresponding workpapers to the 

amended testimony no later than July 25, 2006.  Movants also request that SDG&E be 

directed to respond to any data requests referencing the amended testimony within 

seven days of service of those data requests.  Finally, Movants request that responses 

to this motion and a decision by the Commission be expedited, since, given the rapidly 

approaching August 1 deadline, this motion will be rendered moot if this request is not 

granted. 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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For the reasons stated above, Movants respectfully request the procedural 

schedule be modified as described herein, and that all other relief be granted as 

necessary. 

 

      Respectfully Submitted,  

     /s/  PAUL ANGELOPULO 
     __________________________ 

PAUL ANGELOPULO 
Staff Counsel 
On behalf of DRA and UCAN 
 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue, 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone:  (415) 703-4742 
Fax:  (415) 703-2262 

Dated:  July 18, 2006   pfa@cpuc.ca.gov 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of MOTION OF UCAN 

AND DRA TO MODIFY THE PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE in A.05-03-015 by 

using the following service: 

[ x ] E-Mail Service: sending the entire document as an attachment to an e-mail 

message to all known parties of record to this proceeding who provided electronic mail 

addresses. 

[   ] U.S. Mail Service:  mailing by first-class mail with postage prepaid to all 

known parties of record who did not provide electronic mail addresses. 

Executed on July 18, 2006 at San Francisco, California.  
 
 

/s/ PERRINE D. SALARIOSA 
Perrine D. Salariosa 

 
 
 
 

N O T I C E  
 

Parties should notify the Process Office, Public Utilities 
Commission, 505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2000, 
San Francisco, CA  94102, of any change of address and/or 
e-mail address to insure that they continue to receive 
documents.  You must indicate the proceeding number on 
the service list on which your name appears. 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *   
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Service list for A.05-03-015 
 
 
 
sdebroff@sasllp.com 
fortlieb@sandiego.gov 
mshames@ucan.org 
KCordova@semprautilities.com 
kmorton@sempra.com 
renee@gem-corp.com 
chris@emeter.com 
mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com 
nsuetake@turn.org 
kpp@cpuc.ca.gov 
pfa@cpuc.ca.gov 
chris@meter.com 
jbradley@svlg.net 
Pforkin@tejassec.com 
 
hyao@semprautilities.com 
ashirley@ivorycapital.com 
case.admin@sce.com 
janet.combs@sce.com 
vthompson@sempra.com 
liddell@energyattorney.com 
usdepic@gmail.com 
scottanders@sandiego.edu 
centralfiles@semprautilities.com 
pcharles@semprautilities.com 
wkeilani@semprautilities.com 
kgolden@adamsbroadwell.com 
tgulesserian@adamsbroadwell.com
bruce.foster@sce.com 
marcel@turn.org 
dwang@nrdc.org 
gchang1@bloomberg.net 
bwt4@pge.com 
DJRo@pge.com 
JxGb@pge.com 
jcr4@pge.com 
klm3@pge.com 
lrn3@pge.com 
cem@newsdata.com 
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jnazzal@llgm.com 
cpuccases@pge.com 
tony.foster@itron.com 
mrw@mrwassoc.com 
dmarcus2@sbcglobal.net 
jbradley@svlg.net 
jeff@jbsenergy.com 
tdtamarkin@usclcorp.com 
rabbott@plexusresearch.com 
agc@cpuc.ca.gov 
adf@cpuc.ca.gov 
bsk@cpuc.ca.gov 
cjb@cpuc.ca.gov 
dmg@cpuc.ca.gov 
eaq@cpuc.ca.gov 
jaa@cpuc.ca.gov 
jf2@cpuc.ca.gov 
lmi@cpuc.ca.gov 
mbe@cpuc.ca.gov 
fly@cpuc.ca.gov 
mcv@cpuc.ca.gov 
nil@cpuc.ca.gov 
gig@cpuc.ca.gov 
scl@cpuc.ca.gov 
tmr@cpuc.ca.gov 
mmesseng@energy.state.ca.us 

 
 
 


